Surveillance on A/H5N1 virus in domestic poultry and wild birds in Egypt by El-Zoghby, Elham F. et al.
El-Zoghby et al. Virology Journal 2013, 10:203
http://www.virologyj.com/content/10/1/203RESEARCH Open AccessSurveillance on A/H5N1 virus in domestic poultry
and wild birds in Egypt
Elham F El-Zoghby1, Mona M Aly1*, Soad A Nasef1, Mohamed K Hassan1, Abdel-Satar Arafa1, Abdullah A Selim1,
Shereen G Kholousy1, Walid H Kilany1, Marwa Safwat1, E M Abdelwhab1,2,3 and Hafez M Hafez2*Abstract
Background: The endemic H5N1 high pathogenicity avian influenza virus (A/H5N1) in poultry in Egypt continues
to cause heavy losses in poultry and poses a significant threat to human health.
Methods: Here we describe results of A/H5N1 surveillance in domestic poultry in 2009 and wild birds in
2009–2010. Tracheal and cloacal swabs were collected from domestic poultry from 22024 commercial farms, 1435
backyards and 944 live bird markets (LBMs) as well as from 1297 wild birds representing 28 different types of
migratory birds. Viral RNA was extracted from a mix of tracheal and cloacal swabs media. Matrix gene of avian
influenza type A virus was detected using specific real-time reverse-transcription polymerase chain reaction
(RT-qPCR) and positive samples were tested by RT-qPCR for simultaneous detection of the H5 and N1 genes.
Results: In this surveillance, A/H5N1 was detected from 0.1% (n = 23/) of examined commercial poultry farms,
10.5% (n = 151) of backyard birds and 11.4% (n = 108) of LBMs but no wild bird tested positive for A/H5N1. The
virus was detected from domestic poultry year-round with higher incidence in the warmer months of summer and
spring particularly in backyard birds. Outbreaks were recorded mostly in Lower Egypt where 95.7% (n = 22), 68.9%
(n = 104) and 52.8% (n = 57) of positive commercial farms, backyards and LBMs were detected, respectively. Higher
prevalence (56%, n = 85) was reported in backyards that had mixed chickens and waterfowl together in the same
vicinity and LBMs that had waterfowl (76%, n = 82).
Conclusion: Our findings indicated broad circulation of the endemic A/H5N1 among poultry in 2009 in Egypt. In
addition, the epidemiology of A/H5N1 has changed over time with outbreaks occurring in the warmer months of
the year. Backyard waterfowl may play a role as a reservoir and/or source of A/H5N1 particularly in LBMs. The virus
has been established in poultry in the Nile Delta where major metropolitan areas, dense human population and
poultry stocks are concentrated. Continuous surveillance, tracing the source of live birds in the markets and
integration of multifaceted strategies and global collaboration are needed to control the spread of the virus in
Egypt.
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The unprecedented spread of H5N1 high pathogenicity
avian influenza virus (A/H5N1) from Asia to Africa in
2005 was considered as a global epidemiological twist
[1] due to poor infrastructure of poultry industry and
diagnostic laboratory and lack of “accredited” prepared-
ness control plans. Infection of domestic poultry with A/
H5N1 in Egypt since mid-February 2006 caused enormous
losses in poultry industry and the slaughter-campaign has
overwhelmed the resources of the Egyptian veterinary and
public health authorities [2]. Thereafter, Egypt has adopted
a strategy to combat the disease based mainly on mass
vaccination of backyard birds by inactivated H5N1 vaccine
provided by the government free of charge (no longer
supplied) whereas the commercial sector applied vaccin-
ation programmes with widely varying standards. Several
types of inactivated H5N1 and H5N2 vaccines with differ-
ent seed viruses were supplied by a number of vaccine
manufacturers and used in the field [2,3].
The capacity of the commercial poultry sector in Egypt
was estimated to be 850 million birds in 2006, where the
majority of farms are small-scale units (5000 – 20000
birds) with poor or no biosecurity and usually used for
broiler and layer poultry production. Conversely, the
breeders and grandparent farms have strict biosecurity
measures with all-in all-out production systems. Back-
yard birds in Egypt are a major source for cheap animal
protein and essential financial resources for the farmers
and small enterprises in rural areas. The backyard sector
estimated to have 250 million chickens, ducks, geese,
turkeys and rarely pigeons which are usually kept to-
gether in the same house [2]. In addition, due to insuffi-
cient slaughterhouses, marketing facilities and cultural
preference for consumption of freshly slaughtered poultry
trading of poultry meat in Egypt depends mainly on live
bird markets (LBMs) [4]. In LBMs, birds of different spe-
cies with various ages from several locations and different
sources (backyards/barnyards and commercial flocks) are
usually mixed. Therefore, LBMs are an indicator for A/
H5N1 infections in poultry. Previous surveillance in Egypt
has highlighted continuous and wide circulation of the
virus in vaccinated and non-vaccinated commercial farms,
backyard birds and LBMs [3-10] and bird-to-human trans-
mission has occurred due to contact and/or slaughtering
and defeathering of infected backyard birds [11]. Genetic
analysis indicated that the Egyptian A/H5N1 has diversi-
fied into multiple genotypes where at least two distinct
genotypes are currently prevalent: the 2.2.1.1 clade iso-
lated mainly from vaccinated commercial poultry (and
rarely from backyard birds) and the 2.2.1/C viruses iso-
lated from backyard birds, small-scale commercial poultry
and human [12,13].
On the other hand, Egypt acts as a bridge between
Europe, Asia and Africa and millions of migrating birdspass through Egypt on their flights annually particularly
in winter seasons where the northern Nile Delta lakes
act as a major refuge for a multitude of bird species.
Lake El-Manzala in the Nile Delta (north-east of Egypt:
32.20 East, 31.27 North) is one of the largest wetland on
the Egyptian Mediterranean Coast (about 77,000 ha)
where four provinces share its borders (Figure 1). It is
an important wetland for wild birds either migratory or
winter visitors along the Black-Sea-Mediterranean mi-
gratory flyway [14]. Many low pathogenic avian influenza
viruses have been isolated from several species of migra-
tory birds in Egypt [15-18] and A/H5N1 virus was pos-
sibly introduced into domestic poultry in 2006 by an
infected common teal duck near Lake El-Manzala [18].
In previous publications we described the surveillance
conducted in domestic poultry in 2006 [3], and 2007–
2008 [7]. Here we describe the results of our nationwide
surveillance on A/H5N1 in commercial poultry farms,
backyard birds and LBMs in Egypt in 2009 as well as in
wild birds in Lake El-Manzala in 2009–2010.
Results
Field investigations
Clinical signs and lesions of birds in the surveillance was
varied; from clinically healthy birds to cyanosis of comb
(snout in turkey) and wattle, haemorrhages on the shank,
respiratory and intestinal disorders. In layer and breeder
flocks complete cessation to slight decrease in egg produc-
tion was recorded. Congestions and haemorrhages, par-
ticularly in parenchymatous organs, were observed. All
wild birds tested in this study were apparently healthy.
Results of virus detection by RT-qPCR
In this surveillance samples were obtained from poultry
on 22024 commercial farms, 1435 backyard flocks and
944 LBMs from Lower and Upper Egypt in 2009. The
detection rate of A/H5N1 was 0.1% (n = 23/22024) of
the examined commercial poultry farms as shown in
Table 1. There were 1, 2, 8 and 10 infected broiler breeder,
layer breeder, layer and broiler farms, respectively and 2
infected duck farms recorded in 2009 (Table 2). Moreover,
60% (n = 14/23) and 8.7% (n = 2/23) of positive commer-
cial poultry farms used H5N1 and H5N2 vaccines, re-
spectively (Table 2). The virus was detected in commercial
farms in each season where 3, 7, 7 and 6 infected farms
were detected in winter, spring, summer and autumn, re-
spectively (Table 1).
On the other hand, a total of 10.5% (n = 151/1435) of
the examined backyard flocks were detected positive
(Table 1). Incidence of the virus was higher in summer
(p < 0.05) and spring in backyards where 15.3% (n = 25/
163) and 11.9% (n = 48/403) of examined backyard flocks
were positive, respectively in comparison to 10.6% (n =
51/481) in winter and 6.9% (n = 27/388) in autumn.
Figure 1 Geographical distribution of avian influenza H5N1 outbreaks in commercial farms, backyards and LBMs in Egypt in 2009.
Provinces numbers 1 to 13 are located in Lower Egypt, numbers 14 to 16 in the Canal region and numbers 17 to 24 in Upper Egypt. Provinces
numbers 1 to 9 is forming the Nile Delta region. Black arrow refers to the location of El-Manzala Lake where four provinces share borders
“provinces 4, 5, 9 and 14”.
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yard birds were 56% (n = 85/151), 24% (n = 36/151) or
13% (n = 19/151) of positive backyards had chicken-
waterfowl, chicken or waterfowl, respectively (Figure 2).
Results of our surveillance revealed that 11.4% (n =
108/944) of the LBMs were positive for A/H5N1
(Table 1). The detection rate of A/H5N1 in winter,
spring, summer and autumn was 14.3% (n = 36/252),
11.8% (n = 47/400), 9% (n = 22/245) and 6.4% (n = 3/47),
respectively. The highest prevalence of H5N1 was in
LBMs which had waterfowl (76%; n = 82/108), whileTable 1 Seasonal distribution of A/H5N1 in commercial poult
during 2009
Season Commercial farms B
Examined Positive Examined
Winter 3665 3 (0.08%) 481
Spring 6086 7 (0.12%) 403
Summer 6710 7 (0.10%) 163
Autumn 5563 6 (0.11%) 388
Total 22024 23 (0.1%) 1435LBMs that had waterfowl-chicken-turkey; waterfowl-
chicken and waterfowl-turkey represented 9% (n = 10/
108), 7% (n = 8/108) and 5.5% (n = 6/108), respectively
(Figure 2). The detection rate of A/H5N1 in commercial
poultry was significantly lower than that in backyards
and LBMs (p <0.05) whereas the detection rate in LBMs
was not significantly different than that in backyards (p =
0.39). There was a medium positive correlation (r = 0.31)
between seasonal incidence of the virus in poultry in back-
yards and LBMs whereas seasonal incidence of the virus
in commercial poultry was negatively correlated withry farms, backyard birds and live bird markets in Egypt
ackyard flocks Live bird markets
Positive Examined Positive
51 (10.6%) 252 36 (14.3%)
48 (11.9%) 400 47 (11.75%)
25 (15.3%) 245 22 (9%)
27 (6.9%) 47 3 (6.4%)
151 (10.5%) 944 108 (11.4%)
Table 2 Type of birds and vaccines used in positive commercial poultry farms infected with A/H5N1 in Egypt in 2009
Type of birds/
vaccine used




Broiler breeders Layer breeders Layers Broilers
H5N1 0 0 7 7 0 14 (60%)*
H5N2 1 0 0 0 1 2 (8.7%)
Unknown 0 2 1 2 1 6 (26%)
Unvaccinated 0 0 0 1 0 1 (4.3%)
Total 1 2 8 10 2 23 (100%)
* Percent refers to number of infected farms /total of 23 positive farms.
El-Zoghby et al. Virology Journal 2013, 10:203 Page 4 of 10
http://www.virologyj.com/content/10/1/203incidences in backyards and LBMs (r = − 0.1 and - 0.52,
respectively).
Out of 1297 examined wild bird samples only one teal
duck was found positive for the matrix gene of AIV but
not for H5 and/or N1 genes (Table 3). Attempts to iso-
late this virus were unsuccessful (data not shown).
Spatial distribution of the virus
There were 95.7% (n = 22/239) positive commercial
farms in Lower Egypt and only one farm in Upper Egypt.
In addition, there were 68.9% (n = 104/151) positive
backyard flocks in Lower Egypt and 25.8% (n = 39/151)
in Upper Egypt while 5.3% (n = 8/151) were reported in
the Canal region (Figure 1). Moreover, the incidence of
the disease in LBMs was higher in Lower Egypt as 52.8%
(n = 57/108) of surveyed markets were positive in com-
parison to 42.6% (n = 46/108) in Upper Egypt and 4.6%
(n = 5/108) in the Canal region. Respectively, 87% (n =
20/23), 59% (n = 89/151) and 47% (n = 51/108) ofFigure 2 Poultry infection with A/H5N1 in backyards and live bird ma
present in the examined backyards and LBMs. Percent refer to positive bac
LBMs, respectively. Waterfowl represent duck and/or geese. Others in backy
LBM sell only turkeys.positive commercial farms, backyards and LBMs were
reported in the Nile Delta as shown in Figure (1).
Sequence and phylogenetic analyses
Sequence of the HA and/or NA genes of seven randomly
selected viruses from chickens, ducks or turkeys in dif-
ferent poultry sectors from Upper and Lower Egypt was
generated (Table 4). The topology of the phylogenetic
trees was similar in all methods (data not shown). As
shown in Figure 3, the phylogenetic analysis of the HA
gene indicated that four viruses (Ck6-BY, Tk1-M, Ck534-
BY and Dk224-F) are located within the 2.2.1.1 clade char-
acterized by mutations in residues 74, 97, 110, 123, 140,
141, 144, 154, 156, 162, 165, 184, 226 and 238 (Figure S1)
and shared 97.1 – 97.5% and 95.4 – 96.3% nucleotides and
amino acids identity with the parent virus, respectively
(Additional file 1: Table S1). Whereas two viruses (Dk71-
M and Ck18-F) clustered within two different extinct
groups [12] and shared more than 98% identity with therkets (LBM) in Egypt in 2009 detected by RT-qPCR. Species
kyards or LBMs per species/total 151 positive backyards or 108 positive
ard refer to sample was taken from letter whereas in LBM refers to
Table 3 Number of samples collected from different wild
birds in Lake El-Manzala
Number of collected
swabs
















12 Mallard/wild or Mammon duck




5 Slender billed gull
4 Kestrel








Table 4 Viruses subjected to sequence analysis in this study a
No. Virus Abbreviation HA*
1 A/duck/Egypt/0971SM-NLQP/2009 Dk71-M GU0026
2 A/chicken/Egypt/0918Q-NLQP/2009 Ck18-F GU0026
3 A/chicken/Egypt/096 L-NLQP/2009 Ck6-BY GU8117
4 A/turkey/Egypt/091Q-NLQP/2009 Tk1-M GU0027
5 A/chicken/Egypt/09534S-NLQP/2009 Ck534-BY GU0026
6 A/duck/Egypt/09224 F-NLQP/2009 Dk224-F GU0026
7 A/duck/Egypt/09184SM-NLQP/2009 Dk184-BY Not do
* accession numbers, **LBM = live bird market.
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in a commercial farm in El-Qaluibia province) which clus-
tered within the variant 2.2.1.1 clade characterized by
T168I substitution (Additional file 2: Figure S2), the
topology of NA was similar to the HA and shared 98.2 –
98.5% and 99.1 – 99.7% nucleotide and amino acid iden-
tity with the parent virus, respectively (Additional file 3:
Table S2). The NA sequence of Dk184-BY virus isolated
from backyard ducks clustered with the classic 2.2.1/C
group characterized by A46D, L204M, S319F and S430G
substitutions (Additional file 2: Figure S2) and respectively
shared 98.9 and 99.3% nucleotide and amino acid identity
with the parent virus (Additional file 3: Table S2).
Discussion
Active surveillance on avian influenza virus in Egypt has
been extensively performed on a regular basis since
February 2006. For instance, our surveillance in 2009
confirmed continuous A/H5N1 infections in commercial
poultry farms, backyard birds and LBMs in Egypt. Al-
though, outbreaks in commercial poultry farms (0.1%, n =
23/22024) could be neglected as a great risk for the com-
mercial poultry sectors in contrast to the backyards
(10.5%, n = 151/1435). However, lack of compensation
hampers the reporting of outbreaks and might result in a
skewed/blurred picture of the actual field situation. It is
worth mentioning that the current capacity of slaughter-
houses in Egypt was estimated roughly to be 30 – 60% of
the national meat poultry production and veterinary in-
spection is insufficient [2]. Moreover, illegal trading of un-
examined commercial poultry and backyard birds into
LBMs is not uncommon; therefore this might explain the
higher incidence of the virus in LBMs (11.4%, n = 108/
944). These results are in accordance with our surveillance
conducted in cooperation with the Food and Agriculture
Organization of the United Nations (FAO) in 2006 [3] and
2007 – 2008 [7]. In contrast to our results, Kayali et al.
[19] reported 6.8% (n = 192/2827) positivity rate in com-
mercial farms, 3.3% (n = 34/1024) in LBMs and only 0.9%
(n = 12/1381) in the backyard flocks. However, the latter
group conducted a targeted surveillance from August
2009 to July 2010 in six governorates only where 53%nd their GenBank accession numbers
NA* Sector Province Date of isolation
97 HQ908471 LBM El-Monofia February-2009
87 HQ908466 Farm El-Qaluibia March-2009
26 HQ908463 Backyard Luxor May-2009
02 HQ908465 LBM** El-Sharkia January-2009
94 HQ908470 Backyard 6th October May-2009
86 HQ908464 Farm El-Qaluibia May-2009
ne HQ908472 Backyard Assuit March-2009
Figure 3 Phylogenetic relatedness of the HA and NA genes generated in this study with other relevant H5N1 viruses isolated from
poultry and human in Egypt. Phylogenetic relatedness of the H5 (left) and N1 (right) sequences generated in this study and relevant genes
were done using the Bayesian (MrBayes algorithm) method launched from TOPALi v2 with general time-reversible (GTR) likelihood model and 10
independent runs with the initial 25% of each run discarded as burn-in. Each run consisted of two independent tree files with each 100,000
Markov Chain Monte Carlo-sampled trees. Viruses obtained from this study are written in bold and the two co-circulating genotypes are
highlighted in pink (variant clade 2.2.1.1) and yellow (2.2.1/c subclade). Both trees were rooted to the corresponding sequences of A/goose/
Guangdong/1/96. Final trees were further edited by Inkscape 0.48 software.
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poultry from two governorates.
The viral circulation in vaccinated and non vaccinated
birds was previously reported; particularly during thewinter seasons of 2006 – 2008 [3,7]. However, the results
obtained herein showed that the epidemiology of A/
H5N1 in Egypt in 2009 has changed over time with out-
breaks, especially in backyards, occurred in the warmer
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cate establishment and adaptation of the virus to the en-
vironmental conditions. This observation is in accordance
with findings of Kayali et al. [19] in Egypt in 2009–2010
and was also found in Vietnam [20] and in opposition to a
winter-associated pattern of AIV in other countries
[21-23]. In the current study, A/H5N1 was more prevalent
in LBMs that had waterfowls (and/or turkeys) but not
chickens alone. Unfortunately, paucity of epidemiological
data is an obstacle for identification of the source of birds,
particularly waterfowl, in the markets and curbs trace back
of infection. Nevertheless, due to cultural factors the
source of ducks in LBMs is usually the backyards while
chickens are usually come from commercial farms [24].
Also, in contrast to chickens, waterfowl can be silently
infected with A/H5N1 [25-29] which may maintain the
virus in the LBMs for longer periods. It has been previ-
ously described that A/H5N1 infections are high in Upper
Egypt particularly in the Nile Delta which could be con-
sidered as the influenza epicentre in Egypt where major
metropolitan areas with dense human populations are
concentrated and a lot of poultry are likely to be traded
and consumed [3,7,10,13,19,26].
Previous comprehensive phylogenetic analyses described
temporal pattern of A/H5N1 in Egypt and neither geo-
graphical nor species-linked pattern were observed [12,13].
Interestingly, Ck18-F and Dk224-F were isolated from two
different poultry farms at the same governorate (El-
Qaluibia) but they belonged to two different genetic line-
ages (Figure 3) whereas Ck6-BY and Tk1-M isolated from
LBM and commercial farms, respectively from two differ-
ent provinces (about 800 km apart) clustered together
within the 2.2.1.1 clade. This could be explained by the
rapid and random movement of poultry nationwide and
mix of different poultry and marketing sectors. The top-
ology of the HA gene of Ck18-F isolated from commer-
cial poultry is different from the topology of the NA
gene (Figure 3) which possibly is due to reassortment.
However, the full genome sequence is required to con-
firm this notion.
Although isolation of many AIV subtypes from wild
birds in Egypt has been previously reported, we failed to
identify any A/H5N1 from wild birds which may indi-
cate, in the context of this surveillance, no role of wild
birds for spread of the virus in domesticated poultry.
This is also in accordance with previous negative A/
H5N1 results in samples collected from wild birds in
Lake El-Manzala in 2006 [30] and 2009 [16]. Indeed,
commercial poultry-LBMs-backyards cycle in Egypt is
closely integrated and any breach will eminently affect
poultry and endanger public health. Therefore we sug-
gest that enforcement of biosecurity measures should be
the first line of defence while vaccination acts only as an
ancillary tool for control of A/H5N1. Depopulation ofinfected holdings requires prompt and fair compensa-
tion. Lack thereof will severely hamper effective eradica-
tion of the disease.Conclusion
Our findings indicated broad circulation of the endemic
A/H5N1 among poultry in 2009 in Egypt. In addition,
the epidemiology of A/H5N1 has changed over time
with outbreaks occurring in the warmer months of the
year. Backyard waterfowl may play a role as a reservoir
and/or source of A/H5N1 particularly in LBMs. Con-
tinuous surveillance, tracing the source of live birds in
the markets and integration of multifaceted strategies
and global collaboration are needed to control the dis-
ease in poultry in Egypt.Materials and methods
Surveillance
Samples were collected during the routine nationwide
avian influenza surveillance program after the ministerial
decree number 221/2006 in charge the National Labora-
tory for Veterinary Quality Control on Poultry Produc-
tion (NLQP) for official diagnosis and surveillance for
avian influenza virus (AIV) in Egypt. The surveillance in
domestic poultry was conducted in 2009 in 24 out of 29
provinces in Egypt which allocated in Lower Egypt (13
provinces), Upper Egypt (8 provinces) and Canal region
(3 provinces) as shown in Figure (1). Nile Delta (9 prov-
inces) is located in Lower Egypt between Damietta and
the Rosetta branches of river Nile and represents approxi-
mately 4% of Egypt area where 95% of human population
and poultry are living together. Surveillance was carried
out in commercial poultry farms, backyard birds and
LBMs. Samples were collected from some commercial
farms on more than one occasion whereas each backyard
and LBM was visited only once. In this study, a commer-
cial farm was considered as an epidemiological unit re-
gardless of the number of houses or flocks in the farm.
Likewise, the house was considered as an epidemiological
unit regardless of the type of backyard birds or species.
Therefore, the number of positive backyard holdings is the
number of positive backyard flocks. Also, the positive
LBMs refer to the market rather than the species.
Up to 20 cloacal and tracheal swabs were collected
from 22024 commercial poultry farms, 1435 backyards
and 944 LBMs (Table 1). A maximum of ten tracheal or
cloacal swabs collected from commercial poultry were
pooled separately and the examined sample was a mix of
tracheal and cloacal swabs. Swabs from each species in
each of surveyed backyards or LBMs were pooled to-
gether; however for economical reasons examined sam-
ples in the laboratory represent the house or the LBM as
a whole; if multiple species were present. The available
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summarized in Table 2.
The surveillance in wild birds was conducted during
January 2009 and January, September and October 2010
in Lake El-Manzala. Wild birds were captured by hands
or using mist nets, traps or shot by professional hunters.
Cloacal and/or tracheal swabs were collected from 1297
wild birds representing 28 different types where 907
(69.9%) samples were obtained from Coot, Teal, Cor-
morant, Quail and Shoveler (Table 3). All swab samples
were collected on viral transport medium containing an-
tibiotics, transported to NLQP without breaking the cold
chain and then stored at −80°C until used [31].
Real-time reverse-transcription polymerase chain reaction
(RT-qPCR)
RNA was extracted from a mix of cloacal and tracheal
swabs by using a MagNA Pure LC Total Nucleic Acid Ex-
traction kit according to the manufacturer’s instructions
using a MagNA Pure LC instrument (Roche, Mannheim,
Germany). Samples were amplified using One-step Real
Time RT-PCR Kit (Qiagen, Valencia, Calif.) for detection
of type A avian influenza viruses targeting the matrix gene
using primers and probe described by Spackman et al.
[32]; forward primer 5′-AGA TGA GTC TTC TAA CCG
AGG TCG-3′, reverse primer 5′-TGC AAA AAC ATC
TTC AAG TCT CTG-3′and probe 5′ FAM-TCA GGC
CCC CTC AAA GCC GA-TAMRA-3′. The test was
conducted in a Stratagene MX3005P real time PCR ma-
chine as mentioned before [3]. Positive AIV samples were
used for further H5N1 subtype identification using H5N1
Real Time RT-PCR Kit (Roche Diagnostics Ltd) following
the instructions of the manufacturer using LightCycler®
2.0 machine (Roche, Mannheim, Germany).
Sequence and phylogenetic analyses
Seven viruses were randomly selected from chickens (n =
3 viruses), ducks (n = 3) and turkeys (n = 1) from commer-
cial farms (n = 2), backyards (n = 3) and LBMs (n = 2) in
Lower (n = 5) and Upper Egypt (n = 2) as shown in Table 4.
The nucleotide sequence of a total of 6 HA and 7 NA
genes was generated as previously described [5] using
BigDye Terminator v3.1 Cycle Sequencing Kit on an auto-
matic sequencer (ABI-3130; Applied Biosystems, Foster
City, CA). The obtained sequences were assembled and
aligned to the related A/H5N1 viruses using MAFFT [33],
BioEdit version 7.0.9.0 [34] and the results were further
enhanced by manual editing. The generated sequences
were deposited in the GenBank database and their acces-
sion numbers are listed in Table 4. Nucleotide and amino
acid identity matrices of sequences generated from this
study and the putative parent virus (A/chicken/Egypt/
06207-NLQP/2006) isolated during the first outbreak in
February 2006 were calculated. Amino acids of H5 andN1 proteins were numbered according to the mature
protein of the putative parent virus. Phylogenetic related-
ness of the H5 and N1 sequences conducted in this study
and relevant genes retrieved from the GenBank were done
using the Bayesian (MrBayes algorithm) method launched
from TOPALi v2 [35] with general time-reversible (GTR)
likelihood model and 10 independent runs with the initial
25% of each run discarded as burn-in. Each run consisted
of two independent tree files with each 100,000 Markov
Chain Monte Carlo-sampled trees. The resultant trees
were compared with the consensus trees of 1000 boot-
strap replicates produced by neighbor-joining, maximum-
likelihood and maximum-parsimony implemented in
MEGA5 [36]. All trees were rooted to the corresponding
sequences of A/goose/Guangdong/1/96. Final trees were
further edited by Inkscape 0.48 software (Figure 3).
Statistics
Chi-square and Pearson product moment correlation
coefficient were used to analyse difference and correl-
ation of A/H5N1 infections in poultry sectors in differ-
ent seasons.
Availability of supporting data
The data sets supporting the results of this article are
included within the article (and its additional files;
Additional file 4: Figure S1, Additional file 2: Figure S2,
Additional file 1: Table S1 and Additional file 3: Table S2.
Additional files
Additional file 1: Table S1. Sequence identity matrix of the HA of viral
sequences generated in this study compared to corresponding sequence
of the putative parent virus (nucleotides identical amino acids).
Additional file 2: Figure S2. Alignment of amino acid sequences of
the NA protein generated compared to the corresponding sequence of
the putative parent virus (A/chicken/Egypt/06207-NLQP/2006).
Additional file 3: Table S2. Sequence identity matrix of the NA of viral
sequences generated in this study compared to corresponding sequence
of the putative parent virus (nucleotides identical amino acids).
Additional file 4: Figure S1. Alignment of amino acid sequences of
the HA protein generated compared to the corresponding sequence of
the putative parent virus (A/chicken/Egypt/06207-NLQP/2006).
Abbreviations
A/H5N1: H5N1 high pathogenicity avian influenza virus; AIV: Avian influenza
viruses; FAO: Food and agriculture organization of the united nations;
HA: Hemagglutinin; NA: Neuraminidase; LBMs: Live bird markets;
NLQP: National laboratory for veterinary quality control on poultry
production; OIE: World organization for animal health; RT-qPCR: Real-time
reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction.
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Authors’ contributions
EFE, AS, SGK, WHK, MS, carried out sample collection and examination. AA
carried out the sequence of the selected viruses. EMA did sequence and
phylogenetic analyses and prepared the manuscript, MMA, SN, MKH and
El-Zoghby et al. Virology Journal 2013, 10:203 Page 9 of 10
http://www.virologyj.com/content/10/1/203HMH conceived and coordinated the study and revised the manuscript. All
authors read and approved the final manuscript.
Acknowledgment
The authors are grateful to all members of the NLQP, Egypt for their highly
appreciated assistance. A part of this study was supported by the Food and
Agricultural Organisation of the United Nation – Strengthening Avian
Influenza Detection and Response (FAO – SAIDR) project OSRO/EGY/701/
USA.
Author details
1National Laboratory for Veterinary Quality Control on Poultry Production,
Animal Health Research Institute, P.O. Box 246 Dokki, Giza 12618, Egypt.
2Institute of Poultry Diseases, Free University of Berlin, Koenigsweg 63-14163,
Berlin, Germany. 3Current address: Federal Research Institute for Animal
Health, Friedrich Loeffler Institute – Institute of Molecular Biology, Suedufer
10, Greifswald Insel-Riems 17493, Germany.
Received: 4 April 2013 Accepted: 13 June 2013
Published: 22 June 2013
References
1. Fasina FO, Bisschop SP, Webster RG: Avian influenza H5N1 in Africa: an
epidemiological twist. Lancet Infect Dis 2007, 7:696–697.
2. Abdelwhab EM, Hafez HM: An overview of the epidemic of highly
pathogenic H5N1 avian influenza virus in Egypt: epidemiology and
control challenges. Epidemiol Infect 2011, 139:647–657.
3. Aly MM, Arafa A, Hassan MK: Epidemiological findings of outbreaks of
disease caused by highly pathogenic H5N1 avian influenza virus in
poultry in Egypt during 2006. Avian Dis 2008, 52:269–277.
4. Abdelwhab EM, Selim AA, Arafa A, Galal S, Kilany WH, Hassan MK, Aly MM,
Hafez MH: Circulation of avian influenza H5N1 in live bird markets in
Egypt. Avian Dis 2010, 54:911–914.
5. Arafa A, Suarez DL, Hassan MK, Aly MM: Phylogenetic analysis of
hemagglutinin and neuraminidase genes of highly pathogenic avian
influenza H5N1 Egyptian strains isolated from 2006 to 2008 indicates
heterogeneity with multiple distinct sublineages. Avian Dis 2010,
54:345–349.
6. Kilany WH, Arafa A, Erfan AM, Ahmed MS, Nawar AA, Selim AA, Khoulosy SG,
Hassan MK, Aly MM, Hafez HM, Abdelwhab EM: Isolation of highly
pathogenic avian influenza H5N1 from table eggs after vaccinal break in
commercial layer flock. Avian Dis 2010, 54:1115–1119.
7. Hafez MH, Arafa A, Abdelwhab EM, Selim A, Khoulosy SG, Hassan MK, Aly
MM: Avian influenza H5N1 virus infections in vaccinated commercial and
backyard poultry in Egypt. Poult Sci 2010, 89:1609–1613.
8. Eladl AE, El-Azm KI, Ismail AE, Ali A, Saif YM, Lee CW: Genetic
characterization of highly pathogenic H5N1 avian influenza viruses
isolated from poultry farms in Egypt. Virus Genes 2011, 43:272–280.
9. Abdel-Moneim AS, Shany SA, Fereidouni SR, Eid BT, El-Kady MF, Starick E,
Harder T, Keil GM: Sequence diversity of the haemagglutinin open
reading frame of recent highly pathogenic avian influenza H5N1 isolates
from Egypt. Arch Virol 2009, 154:1559–1562.
10. Kayali G, Webby RJ, Ducatez MF, El Shesheny RA, Kandeil AM, Govorkova EA,
Mostafa A, Ali MA: The epidemiological and molecular aspects of
influenza H5N1 viruses at the human-animal interface in Egypt. PLoS One
2011, 6:e17730.
11. Kandeel A, Manoncourt S, Mohamed Ahmed AN, El-Refaie S, Essmat H,
Tjaden J, de Mattos CC, Earhart KC, Marfin AA, El-Sayed N: Zoonotic
transmission of avian influenza virus (H5N1), Egypt, 2006–2009.
Emerg Infect Dis 2010, 16:1101–1107.
12. Abdelwhab EM, Arafa AS, Stech J, Grund C, Stech O, Graeber-Gerberding M,
Beer M, Hassan MK, Aly MM, Harder TC, Hafez HM: Diversifying evolution
of highly pathogenic H5N1 avian influenza virus in Egypt from 2006 to
2011. Virus Genes 2012, 45:14–23.
13. Arafa A, Suarez D, Kholosy SG, Hassan MK, Nasef S, Selim A, Dauphin G, Kim
M, Yilma J, Swayne D, Aly MM: Evolution of highly pathogenic avian
influenza H5N1 viruses in Egypt indicating progressive adaptation.
Arch Virol 2012, 157:1931–1947.
14. Iverson SA, Gavrilov A, Katzner TE, Takekawa JY, Miller TA, Hagemeijer W,
Mundkur T, Sivananinthaperumal B, Demattos CC, Ahmed LS, Newman SH:
Migratory movements of waterfowl in Central Asia and avian influenzaemergence: sporadic transmission of H5N1 from east to west. IBIS 2011,
153:279–292.
15. Aly MM, Arafa A, Kilany WH, Sleim AA, Hassan MK: Isolation of a low
pathogenic avian influenza virus (H7N7) from a black kite (Milvus
migrans) in Egypt in 2005. Avian Dis 2010, 54:457–460.
16. Soliman A, Saad M, Elassal E, Amir E, Plathonoff C, Bahgat V, El-Badry M,
Ahmed LS, Fouda M, Gamaleldin M, et al: Surveillance of avian influenza
viruses in migratory birds in Egypt, 2003–09. J Wildl Dis 2012,
48:669–675.
17. Amin A, Shalaby MA, Imam IZ: Studies on influenza virus isolated from
migrating birds in Egypt. Comp Immunol Microbiol Infect Dis 1980, 3:241–246.
18. Saad MD, Ahmed LS, Gamal-Eldein MA, Fouda MK, Khalil F, Yingst SL, Parker
MA, Montevillel MR: Possible avian influenza (H5N1) from migratory bird,
Egypt. Emerg Infect Dis 2007, 13:1120–1121.
19. Kayali G, El-Shesheny R, Kutkat MA, Kandeil AM, Mostafa A, Ducatez MF,
McKenzie PP, Govorkova EA, Nasraa MH, Webster RG, et al: Continuing
threat of influenza (H5N1) virus circulation in Egypt. Emerg Infect Dis
2011, 17:2306–2308.
20. Minh PQ, Morris RS, Schauer B, Stevenson M, Benschop J, Nam HV, Jackson
R: Spatio-temporal epidemiology of highly pathogenic avian influenza
outbreaks in the two deltas of Vietnam during 2003–2007. Prev Vet Med
2009, 89:16–24.
21. Halvorson D, Karunakaran D, Senne D, Kelleher C, Bailey C, Abraham A,
Hinshaw V, Newman J: Epizootiology of avian influenza–simultaneous
monitoring of sentinel ducks and turkeys in Minnesota. Avian Dis 1983,
27:77–85.
22. Cheng MC, Wang CH, Kida H: Influenza A virological surveillance in feral
waterfowl in Taiwan from 1998 to 2002. Int Congr Ser 2004, 1263:745–748.
23. Li KS, Guan Y, Wang J, Smith GJ, Xu KM, Duan L, Rahardjo AP, Puthavathana
P, Buranathai C, Nguyen TD, et al: Genesis of a highly pathogenic and
potentially pandemic H5N1 influenza virus in eastern Asia. Nature 2004,
430:209–213.
24. Williams RA, Peterson AT: Ecology and geography of avian influenza
(HPAI H5N1) transmission in the Middle East and northeastern Africa.
Int J Health Geogr 2009, 8:47.
25. Chen H, Bu Z, Wang J: Epidemiology and Control of H5N1 Avian
Influenza in China. In Avian influenza Monogr Virol Basel. 1st edition volume
27. Edited by Klenk H-D, Matrosovich MN, Stech J. Karger; 2008:27–40.
26. Hassan MK, Jobre Y, Arafa A, Abdelwhab EM, Kilany WH, Khoulosy SG, Bakry
NR, Baile E, Ali A, Ankers P, Lubroth J: Detection of A/H5N1 virus from
asymptomatic native ducks in mid-summer in Egypt. Arch Virol 2013,
158:1361–1365.
27. Joannis TM, Meseko CA, Oladokun AT, Ularamu HG, Egbuji AN, Solomon P,
Nyam DC, Gado DA, Luka P, Ogedengbe ME, et al: Serologic and virologic
surveillance of avian influenza in Nigeria, 2006–7. Euro Surveill 2008,
13:1–5.
28. Liu M, He S, Walker D, Zhou N, Perez DR, Mo B, Li F, Huang X, Webster RG,
Webby RJ: The influenza virus gene pool in a poultry market in South
central china. Virology 2003, 305:267–275.
29. Nguyen DC, Uyeki TM, Jadhao S, Maines T, Shaw M, Matsuoka Y, Smith C,
Rowe T, Lu X, Hall H, et al: Isolation and characterization of avian
influenza viruses, including highly pathogenic H5N1, from poultry in live
bird markets in Hanoi, Vietnam, in 2001. J Virol 2005, 79:4201–4212.
30. Gaidet N, Dodman T, Caron A, Balanca G, Desvaux S, Goutard F, Cattoli G,
Martin V, Tripodi A, Lamarque F, et al: Influenza surveillance in wild birds
in eastern europe, the middle east, and africa: Preliminary results from
an ongoing FAO-led survey. J Wildl Dis 2007, 43:S22–S28.
31. Alexander DJ: Avian influenza.Chapter 2.3.4. In Manual of Diagnostic Tests
and Vaccines for Terrestrial Animals 2010. Paris, France: World Organisation
for Animal Health; 2009. http://www.oie.int/fileadmin/Home/eng/
Health_standards/tahm/2.03.04_AI.pdf.
32. Spackman E, Senne DA, Myers TJ, Bulaga LL, Garber LP, Perdue ML, Lohman
K, Daum LT, Suarez DL: Development of a real-time reverse transcriptase
PCR assay for type A influenza virus and the avian H5 and H7
hemagglutinin subtypes. J Clin Microbiol 2002, 40:3256–3260.
33. Katoh K, Kuma K, Toh H, Miyata T: MAFFT version 5: improvement in
accuracy of multiple sequence alignment. Nucleic Acids Res 2005,
33:511–518.
34. Hall TA: BioEdit: a user-friendly biological sequence alignment editor
and analysis program for Windows 95/98/NT. Nucl Acids Symp Ser 1999,
41:95–98.
El-Zoghby et al. Virology Journal 2013, 10:203 Page 10 of 10
http://www.virologyj.com/content/10/1/20335. Milne I, Lindner D, Bayer M, Husmeier D, McGuire G, Marshall DF, Wright F:
TOPALi v2: a rich graphical interface for evolutionary analyses of
multiple alignments on HPC clusters and multi-core desktops.
Bioinformatics 2009, 25:126–127.
36. Tamura K, Peterson D, Peterson N, Stecher G, Nei M, Kumar S: MEGA5:
molecular evolutionary genetics analysis using maximum likelihood,
evolutionary distance, and maximum parsimony methods. Mol Biol Evol
2011, 28:2731–2739.
doi:10.1186/1743-422X-10-203
Cite this article as: El-Zoghby et al.: Surveillance on A/H5N1 virus in
domestic poultry and wild birds in Egypt. Virology Journal 2013 10:203.Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 
• Convenient online submission
• Thorough peer review
• No space constraints or color ﬁgure charges
• Immediate publication on acceptance
• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar
• Research which is freely available for redistribution
Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit
